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A Sermon Preach'd 'at St. Warbroughs 
Church on Sunday the Seventeenth day 
of September, 1699. 


St. Luke 22, vet. rg. 


And he took Bread, and when he had given thanks, he brake it, and 
gave to them, ſaying, this is my body, which is given for you, de | 
this in remembrance of nie. | 4,3, | 


HE bleſſed Sacrament of the Lord's Supper is one of 
- «the moſt important points'of Chriſtian. Religion. All 

- Chriſtians apree, thar it is a true and proper Sacrament, 
| but they do not agree, how the inviſible part thereof, 
namely the Body and Blood of Chriſt is preſent therein ; or how 
conveyed and received. And this is the principle and ſource of all 
Controverſies concerning the Sacrament and what divides the Chri- 
ſtian World ; for ſome grounded not upon Seripture, but 
upon Tradition, and Church-Authority, will have the 
bleſſed Sacrament, to be the Corporal and Real Body of Chriſt, 
as-it was upon the Croſs, and will have no Chriſtian to believe, that 
the ſubſtance of the Bread doth remain in the Sacrament ; 

Others no better grounded or principled, affirm that | _ . .. 
the Body of Chriſt is corporally in the Sacrament, and * 
that the ſubſtance of the Bread doth alſo remain. 

The third Opinion, which in my poor judgment is no _._ 
more conſiſtent with Chriſtian Religion, then it is with 37 
Reaſon,is that the Body of Chriſt is in the Sacrament, he > 4 
Humanity of Chriſt is without bounds or limits, and is eve Oe bt 
where, and in all places, where his Divinity is. 5 
_ We mult not admire, dear Brethren, to ſee fo many different O- 


A pipions 


1 Op1#10n, 
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pinions concerning the bleſſed Sacrament, for it is what St. Pau! fore-- * 


rold us in his firſt Epiſtle to the Corizth, 11. Chap. 19, verl. where 
ſpeaking of the blefled Sacrament he ſays. There muſt be herejres, 
that they which are approved among you, might be known. 

4 blaes: The fourrh Opinion, which I ſhall mention, and 
andrrueDo. Which is truly grounded upon Seriptyre, is, that. in the 
Ck of Supper of the Lord the: Body and Blood of Chriſt are 
tual manner, and the means whereby the Body of Chriſt is rccety- 
ed, and eaten in the Supper,is: Faith. 

According to this Doctrine we believe the Body of Chriſt to be 
in the-Sacrament, , bur ſpiritually. - We belieye rhat'we receive 
the Body of.Chriſt, bur by Faith. W | 

So that we may call the bleſſed Sacrament, as the Apoſtle does, « 
Remembrance or Repreſentation of the Body of Chriſt, for in being 
(uch a Repreſentation or ſign doth. contilt the nature ofa Sacrament, 

I now, with the help of God, {hall procecd to prove the tryth of 
this Doctrine, and therefore that,l may obſcrve a clear Method to 
prove it, I thall lay down this Argument as a general principle. 
Ara The Doctrine that 3s moſt conform to the. Word of God, 
orincile £0 the loundeſt part of all the Fathers of the primitive 
and ſubje# Church, ang to Senſe and Reaſon is the true Doctrine - of 
= *- Chriſt. Bur. the Proteſtant Doctrine, that I now. ex- 

| plained, is the only Doctrine, in this Controverſie, that is 
conform to the Word of God, to. the ſoundeſt part of all rhe Fa- 
thers of the primitive Church, and to. Senle and Reaſon. There- 
fore the Proteſtant NoQrine is in this Controverſie the only true 
Doctrine of Chriſt. | | 

The firſt Propoſition, That the Doctrine, that is moſt conform-to 
the Word of God, to the Eathers of the primitive Church, and 
to Senſe and Reaſon, is rhe true Doctrine of Chriit, 1s unde- 
niable to any Man of ſen{c. 

\s for thag@#c0nd, That the Protcftant Doctrine is in this Contro- 


to the ſoundctt part of all the Fathers of the primitive Church 


a4 to Senſe and Reaſon, our Adycrtar.es c.o deny. 


1 


givenand taken,and eaten only,after an heavenly and ſpiri-. 


ie the only Doctrine, that is conform to the Word of God, 
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I ſhall firſt prove, it by the, Word of God, that hereby ;Dear Chri- 
ſtians, we, may, become ſtedfaſt and. firm in gur Faith,and Be- 

| lief,, and; this ſhalkbe the firſt pargof my Diſcourſe, .... 

I ſhall ſecondly prove it by the Authority: of the ſoundeft part of 
all the Fathers of the primitive Church, I mean of the x, 2, 3, 
4. and 5th Century of the Church, that their Example may . 
lead us, to diſpoſe ourſelves. often, to- receive'this bleſſed Sa- 
crament with thankſgiving, and. this ſhall be. the; ſecond part 
of my Diſcourle: "14 | 

In the third place, I ſhall prove it by Senſe and Reaſon,and here- 
by you ſhall plainly underſtand, what Impoſlibilities and groſs 
Contradictions, the DoCtrine of our Adverſaries doth force 
Chriſtians to believe as Articles of Faith ; and this ſhall be the 


third and laſt part of my Diſconrle, and' the ſubjeCt of your ta- 
vourable attentions. 


The Firſt Part. 


'T HE Firſt Part which I have propoſed, is to prove by the 
& Word of God, that the Proteſtant Doctrine concerning the 
| bleſſed Sacrament of the Lords Supper,is the DoCtrine of Chriſt. | 
But before we come to the Proof of this : Part, let us well 
underſtand in what our, Adverſaries and-we do. differ concerning the 
bleſſed Sacrament. They ſay that. theſe Words, This ,, .,.., 
is my Body,and this is my Blood, are to be underſtood in a Adveſuries 
litteral ſenie,and are practical Words, (as they call them, ) _- ; pore 
that is to lay, that they produce what they fignifie, and corning the 
therefore they ſay, that the ſubſtance of the Bread and #!eſe#Sacra- 
Wine, by theſe Words, is changed into the tubſtance of TR, 
the Body and Blood of Chrilt. 
We ſay, that theſe Words, This is my Body, and this 15S my Blood, 
are to be underſtood in a figurative and {piritual ſenſe, as rhole o- 


ther Words of our Saviour, 7 am the true Vine, I am * id the | 
Ligyt. Atthe utmoſt, the Words of Inſtitution pronounc'd, ar =, 


more practical than in order to ſpiritual Effects. The Elements 
ncreby are made the Sacrament, and a mcans to convey the Bencfits 
A- 2 


of 
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of Chriſt's Death and Paſſion to thoſe who-receive with Faith. And 
therefore-we profeſs, that the Body of Qnriſt-is- in- rhe Sacrament, 
bur ſpiritually, and that we truly | reccive th@Body and Blood of 
Cirilt in the Sacramenr by Faith. © 

And that this wasthe meaning, and mind, and intent of Chriſt, 
and che true ſenſe of tae Words,l prove firit by the Words of my Text. 

POTS IR. .. theſe Words, This is my Body, &c. be not-underſtood 

_ -* jn a figurative and ſpiritual ſenſe, the Holy Ghoſt has in- 

ſpired a manifeſt Contradiction, But the Holy Ghoſt, the Spi- 
ric of Truth, cannot inſpire a manifeſt Contradiction ; therefore 
theſe Words, This 3s my Body, &c. muit not or cannot be underſtood 
in a litteral ſenſe, and-therefore mult be underſtood in a figurative 
anc ſpiritual ſenſe. | 

To- prove. my - firſt- Propoſition , which is, that if theſe 
Words, This is my Body, be not underſtood in a figurative and ſpiri- 
tual fenſe, the Holy Giolt has inſpired a manifett Contradiction ; 
and to make this Argument ciear, ler us repeat rhe part of my Text 
wherein the difficulty lyes, This is my Body, And do this in Remem- 
Trance of me.- MER. | TNbue | | 

Bur 1f the bleſſed Sacrament be the real Body of Chriſt, (as our 
Adverfarics do ſay it is, ) it is a. manifelt Contraditton to ſay 
that it ſhould be. a- Remembrance or Repreſentation. The rea- 
lon of this is clear, becauſe nothing can be the Remembrance - or Re- 
preſentation. of itſelf; and therefore if the Body of Chriſt be 1n- the 


Sacrament, (as our Adverſarics do-lay it-is, ) the Apoſtle has writ-: 


ten a maniſfelt Contradiction, when-he calleth the Sacrament a Re- 
membrance or Repreſentation : and conl{equently ether theſeWords, 
This is my Body,maſt be undcrilood in a- figurative and ſpiritual fenie, 
or the Holy Ghoſt has in{pired a manifeſt Contradiction. 

This you may well underſtand by this familiar Example, you- 
cannot {ay in good reaſon, the perſon of the Kingis a true Remem- 
brance or Repreſentation of ir {elf : Bur you can tay in good rca- 
fon, tizis -,- Or this Picture is. a-true Remembrance: or Reprelen- 
1 of the King. The realon is this, becaule by rhe principles ot 
true Pnilofophy and Reaton,nothing can repreſe it it felf ; for what 1s 
Repreſented, and the Repreſentation muſt be two diftercnt things, as 
te King and the Image or Picturz of rhe King, I9J 


{5 ] 

So in like manner, if the Sacrament be a Remembrance or Repre- 
{entarion of the Body of Chriſt, (as our Adverſaries muſt own,) it. 
cannot be the real Body of Chritt ; for then the Body of Chriſt 
ſhould be a Repreſentation and Remembrance of it ſelf, which (as. 
T proved) is a manifeſt Contradition. Therefore theſe Words, This 
7s my Body, &c. mult be underſtood in a figurative and ſpiritual ſenſe, : 
and conſequently , this is the DoQtrine that is conform to the Word 


' of God, and therefore the DoCtrine of Chriſt, which I had to prove. . 


My tecond Proof of the Truth of this Doctrine, I ſhall 
rake out of the very Words of the Inſtitution ofthe bleſſed 
Sacrament, This is my Body, &C. 

For if the Doctrine of our-Adyerſaries be truce, and that by theſe. 
Words the Subſtance of the Bread be changed: into the Subſtance of 
our Lords Body, the Holy Ghoſt'muſt have told an Untruth, fo that. 
when I prove that their Doctrine makes the Holy Ghoſt tell an Un- 
truth, you ſhail plainly underſtand, that their Doctrine is falſe, and. 
contrary to our Saviours Inſtitution, 

To demonſtrate, that their Dodtrine makes the Holy Ghoſt tel? 
an Untruth, I argue thus : 

He that telis'us, that what 1s nor Bread, is Bread, plainly tells us 
an Untruth, But the Holy Ghoſt by Sr. Paul plainly cells us 
that what is not Bread, is Bread, if their Doctrine be true. And. 
therefore their DoCtrine makes our Saviour rell an-Untruth. 

As for the firſt Propotition, that he that rells us, that what is 
not Bread, is Bread, tells us an Untruth, it cannor be denyed ; for 
r0 ſay that a thing 1s, when 1t 1s not, 1s plainly to tell an Untruth. 

As for the ſecond Propoſition ; Bur the Holy Ghoſt by St. Paut . 
tells us that what is not Bread, - 15 Bread, it their Doctrine be true, 
[ prove plainly thus. - 

For our Adveriatics do lay, and confidently affrm- , ow ws 
thar after the Words, This is my Body, are pronounced, Det in: rf wr 
the Sacrament is no more Bread, bur the true and Real. 6 eh ts 
, gag : | | alſs 30 call ihe 
Body of Chrilt, therefore accoruing to their Doctrine, 1 ad 
:S an Untruth to call the Sacrament Bread or Wine af- 4 the 1s 
ter thele Words, 7his is my Body, KC. But afrer > ay Boy. 


2 Proof. 


the Words, 7his zs my Body, &c, the Holy Ghoſt calls the Sacrament 


Breact .. 
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Bread and Wine ; and therefore cither their Doctrine muſt be falſe. 
or the Holy Ghoſt muſt tell an Untruth, but rhe Holy Ghoſt cannor 
tell an untruth, and therefore whar is to be concluced is, that their 
Doctrine is falſe, and contrary ro our Saviours Inſtitution. 

Now to finiſh this ſecond Argument, and to ſhew you clearly the 
falſhood of their Doctrine, and how far it is from the Doctrine and 
Inſtitution of Chriſt. 1 ſhall prove that the holy Scripture calls the 

lefſed Sacrament Bread and Wine, even after the pronouncing theſe 
Words, This is my Body, and this is my Blood. 


9 iitinding,th.s Cano 
Ben, 


1he Holy Ghoſt 
Ealls the Sacrde 
ment Bread af- 
ter the Words 
' This 1s my Bo- 
dy. 


In the firſt place out of the firſt Epiſtle of St. Paul 
to the Corinth. 11. Chap. 26, 27. and 25, Verſes, where 
the Apoſtle expounds the mind of Chrilt, vert. the 26, 
As Often as you eat of this Bread, verl. the 27. 
ver ſhall eat of this Bread, and verl. the 28. And ſo le; 


Whoſoe- 


him eat of this Bread. | 
All this is faid after the Words of the Inſtitution, 7his 7s my Boay ; 
and therefore the Holy Ghoſt calls the Sacrament Bread, after the 
Words of the Inſtitution, and conſequently the Doctrine of our Ad- 
verſaries, Which will not- allow, that the Sacrament can be rruly 
called Bread after theſe Words of our Saviour, This is my . Body, 1s 
contrary to the Doctrine and Inſtitution of Chrilt. 


Car Sawiour do call the Sacra. 
ment Wine after the Words 
This 1s my Blood. Obſerve 
. 2bat the foxrth Council of Or- 


leans 1# rhe 6:h Century of 


* zhe Charch ordained in the 
4th Can. That inthe Offering 
of the holy Chalice, nothing 
fhall Le preſented, eccceptIl ine 
only, unmixed with IT ater, 
becauſe Ut 15 4 Sacrilevions 
thing to tranſgreſs the holy 
Mandate andluititition of our 
*4210ur Chrift. But notwith- 
this $1- 
gi 0 of the 
111971 Of our Saviour 
(, 6117 5 conſlawt 17 the 
91> of Rome to this day for 

mix the Wine 
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Secondly it is evident in the holy Goſyel 
according to St. Matthew, that our Saviour 
himſelf, after he had ordained the bleſſed Sa- 
crament calls it Wine, Chap. 26. vert. 29, where 
we rcad theſe Words of our Saviour after the 
Inſtitution of the ble{led Sacrament; For 7 


ſay unto you, that T will not drink henceforth of 


this fruit of the Vine, until that day, when 1 
ſhall drink it new with you in my Fathers Ning- 
dom. Bur to call ir the fruit of the Vine, or 
tro call it Wine, 1s the {fame thing, therefore 
the Holy Ghoſt, afrer the Words, 7 his is my 
Body, and this is my Blood, calis the Sacra- 
ment Bread and Wine, and therefore the Do- 
Etrine of our Adverſaries, which denvs it ro 


be 
- 


71 
| be lo, is to be rejected as falſe, and as contrary to the Words of 
our Saviours Inſtitution, which I had to prove. 

My third Argument to prove the Truth of my Propoſition ſhall 
be out of the 6th Chap. of the holy Goſpel according to St. Fobn. 

For our Adverſarics finding no other place of the holy Scripture 
to favour their Caule, do plead (though to no purpoſe) this 6th 
Chap, of St. Fohn, and they make it a principle (though but a pre- 
tended one, ) and ſure ground of their Doctrine. 

But to ſhew you with clear Method upon what weak principles: 
and grounds they cltabliſh their DoErine. | 

I thall firſt prove, rhatin caſe we grant, as we do not, that this . 
6th Chapter of St. Fohn is to be underſtood of the bleſſed Sacrament, . 
it proves plainly our Doctrine. | 

Secondly I {hall prove that their Arguments -out of. this Chapter . 
are uncertain, and conlequently of no importance. 

In the chird place [ ſhall proye, that the Fathers, who in the pri- 
mitive Church expounded, this 6th Chapter of St. Fohx, do under- 
{tand;it, as we do.in a figurative and ſpiritual ſenſe. 

As for my fir{t Propolition, which is, in caſe we grant, as we do - 
not, that this Chapter is to be underſtood of the bleſſed Sacra- 
ment, it proves plainly our Doctrine; I prove thus. 

If in this Chaprer from the 5 lt to the 58. Verte(where ,, [oth 
there is mention of the bleſſed Sacrament as they fay, Cup ofs:. 
but we do nor grant, there 1s not one Verfe, but what Joha avrh 
doth agree. with our Doctrine, or one Expreſſion, but (pb, 
what mull be underſtood in a {piritual ſenſe, this Chap- 4d prozesis 
ter proves plainly our Doctrine. But from the 5 1. to 7"? 
the 58. Verſe, all this Chapter doth agree with our Doctrine, and 
all muſt be underſtood in a ſpiritual tenſe ; therefore this Chapter 
proves plainly our Doctrine. 

The tirit Propolition is evident, for if there be not one Verſe, bur 
what doth agrce with our Doctrine, and but what mult be under- 
flood ſpiritually ; it is plain that it proves our Doct > 

As tor the {econd Propoliition, tha. from the 5 1. to the 58,Verd, ab. 
this Chapter doth agree with our Doctrine, aid all muit be under-- 
ſtood in a ſpiritual iente, our Adyeriaries do deny. 

This: : 
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Our - Deftrine 


| [ 8) 
This Propoſition has two parts, which muſt be ſeparately proved! 
The firſt part is, that all this Chapter doth agree with our D6- 

'Qtrine. The ſecond that . it muſt be underitood in a ſpiritual 

ſenſe. ; - 
I ſhall prove the firſt part by laying down before you, ' the very 

'Text of this Chapter, and by ſhewing you the conformity of our 


 Poctrine with the ſenſe of every Verle, for thence it ſhall evidently 


appear that this Chapter doth agree with our Doctrine. Fl 
| We read in.the 51. Verſe, 7 am that living Bread, 
is conform ro which came down from Heaven, if any Man eat. of this 
this Chapter. Bread, he ſhall live for ever, and the Bread, that IT will 
give, is my Fleſh, which 1 will give for the life of the World, ' Tn 
this Verſe I ſay, nor in the following Verſes (Hor.it is theſameſenſe) 
is not.one. expreſſion but what our Doftrine is conform to.” + 
We own and profeſs that Chriſt came down from Heaven, when ſent 


- by his heavenly Father:bur our Adverſariesmuſt own,thatChriſt,when 


he came down from Heaven, was no natural or. earthly Bread, 
Therefore of neceſſity rhey muſt underſtand the: begin- 

pon early z- ning of this Verſe,in a ſpiritual ſenſe ; which is-our. DoCt- 
wo underfland Tine, Let us now examine the ſecond part of.the Text, #f 
the Heginningef any Man eat of this Bread he (hall live for ever. This is our 
« /piritvaljenſe, DoQtrine, for we own, that if any Man, or rather cve- 
| ry Man who truly and ſincerely diſpoſed cats , of this 
Bread with true faith, ſhall live for ever, and our Adverſaries cannot 
deny, bur rhat this is the true ſenſe of this part of the Text,for they 


cannot deny, bur the fpiritual cating by Faith is the only means ta 


obtain the benefit of this Sacrament, and everlaſting life. 


The third part is ; And the Bread that I will give, is my Fleſh, we 
own that it is the Fleſh of Chriſt to all true Believers by Faith. 

Laſtly, which I will give for the life of the World, we own, that 
our Saviour gave his Body and Fleth, for the life of the World upon 


the Crols, and to us in the Sacrament by Faith in Remembrance of 
* his OL Degayand Paſſion, that the Sacrament received with Faith, 


-.- Wig be a ſure means for the World, to apply unto themſelves the 
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Merits of our Saviour, and therefore our Doctrine in cyery part of 
ir is conform to this. Chapter. | 
Now 


Now. I prove the ſecond part of my Propoſition, 
which is, that this Text as well as the tollowing Ver- Proofe tht 
f this Verſe 45 
" ſes of this Chapter are to be. underſtood in' a ſpiritual 17 a, he rejt 
ſenſe, by the Words of our Saviour in this C napter, verſ, #f this Chapter: 
63. where our Saviour explains himlelf, and opens his Fer 7 Min 
wind to his Diſciples, when they murmurec, and were wmalſenſe. | 
oftended ar his Specch, ſaying, 1t is the Spirit that 
guickeneth, and the Fleſh profiteth. nothing, the Words that 7 ſpeak unto 
Jou, are ſpirit and life. By thele Words our Saviour doth appeaſe 
bs Diicipies , aſſuring them , _ that what he . {aid in_the fore- 
going Verſes is to be underſtood in a ſpiritual ſenſe, and that 
this was our Siviours meaning by theſe Words is plain, for the 
belt Expotirors of = primitive Church, who expound- 
cd this Chaprer, do, underſtand and expound it in 5 pot tt 
Apigirual lente: Qr7genes, that famous. Expoſitor of Seripture; ' 
who 11Ycu and WIE the beginning of the' Third! Century of the 
Church, {ayes na leſs, © then thar it is eternal death for any Man 
** 10.u8k 4711474 rhis Chapterin its literal ſenſe, rheſe are his Words 
aid Doctiic an his. ;th Homilic or expoſition of Leviticus, where 
afcer he aſlirimec; ; frac t he Fleſh of Chriſt.is the Word of God, he adds 


Li2is OTE 'X 1's 5th C: Hapter of St. Tohn. $i enim ſecuntam Li- 


teram ſequaris Þec,. 4 Ms f win eft, niſt manducaveritis carnem filiz ho- 
Arid, © VIDETITIS Gji'> | AUG UTTRCIN, occidit hec litera. That is to fay ; 
<< * QCP oO 4 FIG a 41t eral Te nic, .W aac it iS {aſd, except you 
'T: FD 5 26-5 


*EAT-LIC b1C.4 v the $03 of Man, and drink «his Blooc d, thar-lite- 
« xal {enfe Kiiis. The Contequence, theretore 1s clear;tl hacrhis Chay- 
rcr 15 to be underitond 1h 2 LATE? ive as KC { 14 yn ual lente C, which is 
whar 4 nad io PLOVC 10. tNE 1c: one part of my ; Fic t Propolition, 

The tecond Propoi;tian 1 chit ti have to, prove er "at. 
1S, tat Lcir Argumeuts OUT of tl 115 (| 14P! LCL Ure rerſt11e; en: of rhe 6:h£ hb, 
UICCITANN, 2nd th 1CICIOre of no. importance. oj St. JOun are wncer 1019, 

The Þroot of. this Propoſition th plaja by tis only Argament. | 

Their Argumen ts Out of tis QC: a PTCL Are 7! vey G9 rot agree 73007 hens 

12certain and conicquently of no impor- #7 wherhlaide. 6.4. 0:49. 
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E ' his own Degirand Paſſion, that the Sacrament received with Faith, 
4 ——_ 


This Propoſition has two parts, - which muſtbe ſeparately proved I 7 

The firſt part is, that all this Chapter.doth agree with- our Das." 2 
Etrine. ' 'The ſecond that. it muſt .be underlt60d-in a Lan. 
ſenſe. 

I ſhall prove the firſt part by. lavieg down before. you,: the very _ 
'Text of this Chapter, and by ſhewing you rhe conformity 'of-'6ux © 
Doctrine with the ſenſe of every Verle, for thence-ir ſhall ny 
appear that this Chapter doth agree with our Dodtrine. 

Ur -Di97:.. We read inthe 51. Verſe, / am that lroing Bread, ; 1 | 
is conform 1 which came down from Heaven, if any Man-eat. of this * 
his Chapter. - Bread, he ſhall live for ever, and the Bread, that-T will 
give, is my. Fleſh, which I will give. for the: life of the World,” Eg A F © 
this Verſe 1 ſay, nor in the following Verſes (dor-itis thefameſen 6) © j- 

= 

\ 


is'not.0ne expreſſion but what our Dogtrine is conform ro-7105 * F 

Weownand profeſs that Chriſt came down from Heayen, when fent | * 

- Hy his heavenly Father:burour Adverſariesmuſt own,harChriſhay her or 'Þ - 

he came down from Heaycn, | was no natural on y Bread, Þ} - 

* Therefore bf neceſſity rhey muſt underſtand the;bepin» «| 

bes oy ning of this ,Verſe,itia ſpiritual ſenſe. ; whithis-our Do. *Þ| | 

20... underfland.. Tine. Let US now examine-the ſecond. part of che Text, if » Wi 

oe teginuing of any Man eat of this Bread he (þall live for gver:Thisis our 
SI, ver/. 'ſ. 1% © 

& ſpirimaljenſe, Doctrine, for we own, that if any Man, or rathet-vve- 

_ - ry Man who truly and ſincerely diſpoſed icats, of this 

Bread with truc faith, ſhall live for ever, and our Adverſaries cannot 

deny, but that this is the true ſenſe of this part of the Text, for-they 

cannot deny, bur the ſpiritual cating by Faith is the only means rg 

obrain the benefit ofthis Sacrament, and everlaſting life. = 

'The third part.is ; And the Bread that I will give, is my Fleſh, we 
own that it is the Fleſh of Chriſt to all true Believers by Faith. - 

Laſtly, which I will give for the life of the World, we own, that 

_ our Saviour gave his Body and- Fleſh, for the life of the World upon 

| | the Croſs, and to us in the Sacrament by Faith in Remembrance'of 


SFTure means for the World, to apply unto themſelyesthe 
Merits of our Saviour, . and therefore our Doctrine in cycry. part of 
xr is conform to this: Chapter. 52 


© : jet Rh pd p a 
{re Ku Chapter i har 


F 63. where our Saviour explains Jimfelf, and opens, kis'® Fo py 
8 a Ernind ro his Diſciples, when. they. murmured, and Were 'matſenſe.. " * 
© offended ar his Specch, laying, 7t 7s: the Spirit that 


| you, are ſpirit and life... By chele, Words ous Saviout 'Yot (h apppaſe- 


| his Diiciples ,,,afluring cher ,,”. har” whaz he Jaid in che lor 
going, Verſes 1s to be. under Food i ina "Tpirirual. ſente;”. , and Tha 


- 3 eos he allied Ol the 1 Ief of Chri{t.i hs Werd of G00 he ads 
F -tl1is eXPOLitION af th! 'S iy oh Chapter of St. Org St enim. ecuntt ” 1;- 
tera {c equarts hoc, qi od. itt Pm eft, nh. manducaveritis carnem #: ho- 
Ients,. &.: Viberizis Gjus þ rginem, Pccrdir hzc bitera. - That is-rofay 
mY for if you 'beliong,) rh a,teral ſenic, What” it 1s ; {a d, Ox pr Yo : 
| atthe:bleth oh the's Son of Man, and drink. "his Blood, dry | 
| - 6G yo {entc kills. The ia juence,rhercfore is * feat: that this Chap- 
T ter 15.to be underſtood'in a figurarive an | ſpiritual lente, which is - 
| Wark had to provc.in the fecond part of wy Firtt Propolition... <a 
-- Fhefccond Propolition t that I.bave to. prove + The ET T,”, 
is, that, their Arguments, our of thjs Chaprers are - verſrie, cn: of rhe hh, 
uncertain, 2nd therefore pe no. importance. ** ©" of Sr. John are uncerzetm. 
The Proof of rhis Propoſition is plaia by his: only Argumear. 
Their Arguments.out of this Chapret are, They do-not agree among theme 
4ncertam and coniequently of no inJPot- oo Ot Fe wa br 
Lance , tfall our Doctors/and many of their --Sacemenr, <b & it (ifficint an 
-OWN beſt octors aſhrm rhar rhis Chapter . fhew"rhe umebhuarmyartur FINE 
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| 4 enſe, by the Words.of our Savi yioup.in. rhis C hap! t,v verſ, of this Chaplin) | 
| cent and the Fleſh Profirett thing, the Wards that 7 ſpe ak into 


| ;This was PH Saviours. meaning. ' by theſe'Words is pla: iy 1 
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is by no means to be underſtood of the bleſſed Sacrament. Bur 
our Doctors in general, and many of their own beſt Doors affirm, 
that this Chapter is not to be underſtood of the blefled Sacrament. 
Therefore their Arguments out of this Chapter are uncertain, and 
conſequently of no importance. 

There is not one Word of this Argument, that can be reaſonably 
denyed. | | 


The 6rb Chap. of St. John is nor tobe For we deny that this Chapter is to be 


underſtood of the bleſſed Sacrament. ynderitood of the bleſled Sacrament. 
Firſt, becauſe the Sacrament of the Lords Supper was ordained 


by Chriſt the Night before he ſuffered. Bur the Speech contained 


in this Chapter, Chriſt made ro his Diſciples a full Year before his 
Paſſion, as our Adverſaries do confeſs; "Therefore this Chaþter is 
not to be underſtood of the bleſſed Sacrament, 

| Secondly we do not read in this Chapter the Words of the Inſti- 
tution of the bleſſed Sacrament ; for in this Chapter we read only a 
Relation of cating heavenly Bread that giveth life. But ſuch a Re- 


lation 1s nothing to the Inſtitution of a Sacrament. And therefore 


this Chapter is not to be underſtood of the bleſſed Sacrament. 
Thirdly it is evident that the manner of eating heavenly. Bread 

that giveth life, as we read in this Chapter, is the fpirirual cating 

_ of it by Faith, as our Adverſaries muſt own. And therefore this 

Chapter cannot be underſtood of the bleſſed Sacrament, and much 

leſs in the ſenſe that our Adyerſaries do pretend. 

_  _ _. Now I prove the ſecond part of my Propoſition, that 
any of their . : 

beſt Detors do Any Of their own beſt Doctors affirm, that this Chap- 

effirm, that the ter 1$ not to be underſtood of the bleſſed Sacrament, and 


ETEES conlequently that their Arguments are uncertain, and 


be underſtoca ef therefore. of no importance. Gabrze] one of their chief 


ive Sacrament» Doors in his 84th Leſſon proves , that in this 5th 


Chapter of St. John, is not one Word of the bleſſed Sacrament. 
 Cyſanus one of their moſt learned Doctors in his 7th Epilile ro rhe 
Bohemiangigot the ſame Opinion. Cajetan who was one of their 


be& DiVines, doth plainly prove the fame Doctrine in tbe 3d partof 


bis Divinity Works 8oth queſt. and laft Article. Taperus. an Emi- 
nent Doctor among them in his Expoſition of the 15th Article of the 


Doctrine. 


en ey 6 a 


cs 
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Doctrine of Lovaine. And Fanſenius that famous Biſhop of Tpers, in 
the 15th Chapter of his Concord, doth plainly prove this Doctrine. 
And therefore the Arguments of our Adverſaries out of this 6th 
Chapter of St. John are uncertain, and conſequently of no impor- 

tance, Which I had to prove. 
| My third and laſt Propoſition, which is that the Fathers of the 
primitive Church, who expounded this 6th Chapter of St. Fohn do 
underſtand it as we do, in a figurative and ſpiritual ſenſe, is already 
proved by the teſtimony of Origezes, and it ſhall plainly appear by 
the ſecond Parr of my Diſcourſe, where I am to prove, that thePro- 
teſtant Doctrine is the only Doctrine that 1s conform to the Fathers 
of the primitive Church. 5 | w 

Dear Chriſtians, the advantage and profit I propoſed my ſelf by 
laying down before you the Proofs of the Doctrine of Chriſt, out of 
his own holy Word, .is, that we may become more and more {ted- 
faſt and firm in our Faith and Belief, and that we ſhould not be lead 
or {ſeduced by any falle Doctrine, human inventions, or trivial 
ſubtilties ; And fol finiſh this firſt part of my Diſcourſe with that 
comfortable Advice of St. Paul to the Coloſl. 2. Chap. 6. and 7. 
Verſes. As ye have received Chriſt Feſus the Lord, ſo walk ye in him, 
rooted and built up in him, and ſtabliſhed in the Faith, as ye have been 
taught, abounding therein with Thankſgiving. 

Now let us come to the {econd Proof-of this DoCtrine, wherein 
] am to prove the Proteſtant Doctrine to .be the true Doctrine of 
Chriſt, by the Authority of the Fathers of the primitive Church, 
which is the ſecond Part of this Diſcourſe. ge 


T he Second Part. 


] on it is needleſs after the holy Scripture to appeal to any 
other Authority to prove the Truth of our Doctrine, yer be- 
cauſe our Adverſaries with Oftentation and great Confidence do 
endeavour to per{wade, or rather tro {ſeduce Chriſtians to believe, 
that their DoCtrine was the Doctrine of the primitiveaQhurch ; I 
ſhall therefore with the help of God, prove that the ſoundelt Part, 
of all the Fathers of the primitive Church, 1 mean of the x, 2, 3, 4. 
and 5th Century of the Church held, taught and writ our Doctrine 
11 plain Terms, B 2 To 


Pe, - bs X 


** and Bne Blood Which 1s ipilled forus ; In like manner there 1s but 


Or 


To prove this ſecond Part gf my. Propoſitian, and to underſtand. 


the Mind and Doctrine of the Fathers of the primitive Church, this 


following Argument ſhall ſerye as a general Principle, which when 
I prove, it ſhall plainly appear, that our Doctrine 1s the only Do- 


ctrine, that is conform to the Fathers of the primitive Church. 

<A . If the foundelt Part of all the Fathers of the primi- 
4 77:22 tive.Church do call the Sacrament Bread, tomerimes a 
bew theFathers Remembrance or Repreicnrtation, lomerimes the figure 
ro proguties of the Body of Chritt, And if they affirm, thar the A- 
#nd believed Ppoſtles had not reccivea or caten the Body of Chriſt, 
whe Saerament. which they had teen, or drank his Blood which was 
ſpilc, but ſpiritually and by Faith, our Doctrine is tlic only Do- 
Qtrine, that is conform to the Fathers of the primitive Churcin, 

Bur the foundell parc of ail the Fathers of the Primitive Church, 
docall the Sacrament Brea, lometimes a remembrance, |\-profentati- 
on or Figure of the Body of Chriſt; and they afhrem 1! || 19:tles 
did not cat the Body of Chriſt which they had {een IO 
Blood: which was fpilt,.. bur Spiritually 'and. by tan 1 
our-Doqrine is the only Doctrine that is contorin, to tie rathers 
of the Primitive Church. | | 
44 The Firſt Propoſition of. this Argumgnt 1s evident, and j prove 
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the Firſt Part of the Second, rhe Fathers: of the Primitive Church do 


calt the: Sacrament Brea. | S . 
$0: ODE Zenatius Who lived in the time of the Apollies, au! 
Ie FR Cole, gr Eo iche'Þ; \-Cenrury of the Church. in his Evie 


ſ*feredan,1i0. to the Philadeliphians, © proves. plainly the Ficlt Part ©” 


my Propoſition, and our Voctring by theie worus. 

ORD VR TT Rozo vos at Thjtetts #8 Fider, uni Pradicationi, | 
the Sacrament Evchariſtiautentes, una ejt care Domini Feſu, oF unus San- 
only Lread. ©, ouzs, qiti pro nobis effuſus ejt ; unus etiam paris pro omits; 
Cronfrattius, © unus: calixtotins Licclefie. "Thar is to lay. . 

** I pray you ſtrand 'to one Faith, and to one Golpec), and. make 
** uſe of ogeSricrament, there 1s bur one Fieth of the Lord 1% 
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oY 4 | þ >< } 1% | > $% f in ” SE 4 { Us ws 3 . 2 @ﬆa & ? A f > ; *% 1 | . 
|; ONE arcad brokentor us al:, ajiuU ONC Cup of the whole Church. 
4} - 6 PE RP VELW PSIG EEC} © 8 Hye FA 5 ERS, | kelp 
This paſlage 1s an evident Proof, of the tirit Part of my Prono- 
s 4s 4% ot 74 * [i RN hs Ao |. ws. : BY 4 Ss > F-51 Ng »# h : ; , 
Gon, that the Fatners of the Primitive Chuch, do cail the Sacra- 
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$346 
ment Bread, and not this only, but Zzratius in this paſſage doth 
diſtinguith the Fleſh from the Bread, and the Blood from the Cup, 
to ſhew us plainly that in the Sacrament, is only Bread and 


Wine, and he makes ulc of theſe words, Bread and broken tor us, 


to prove that it is Bread that we break. 

Our Adyerſarics do take great pains to an{wer this Doctrine by 
Sophiſtical diftinEtions never known to Ignatius, as may appear to 
any man of Senlc, by the only Reading of his Works. 

Now that [ have pr oved the Firlt Part tof my Propoſition, that the 
Sacrament in the Firſt Century of the Church, was called and be- 
lieved Bread; 1 prove the Second Part, thatit was called and believed 
- Repreſentation ofthe Body of Chritk, 

Tertulliay who Lived and Writ in the Second Centu- v2 cn 

Ertulan 770#- 
ry ofthe Church , aa an Eminent DoCtor, jn his Firſt ied a. 
Book againſt Mar cio the Heretick, doth plainly prove | 
this Second Parr of my Propotitton, by The ce words. Usque : A his - 

7 / T 008 Agaln 

HuUNC HOC agua reprobavit ( UYOarores quad j110s abluit. — Nec Marcion, a /;t- 
Panem in qit0 ſe: 4 Cor pus ſur 4 YEP efex 1.4. i1HnAE 1S tO vie beſore the 
lay neither 14S ti [ viz, Chri | ro this time rejcdted 
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T6 prove this ſecond Part.gf mi "HORN and to: underſtand 
tha Mind and Dodrine'of the Fathers, of the primitive Church,.this 
| following Argument ſhall: 5a as. a veneral Principle, which when 
I prove, it ſhall plainly, appear, that.our Doctrine is the only Do- 
Ctrine, that. is conform to the Fathers of the. primitive Church. 

. If che ſoundelt Pare of all the Fathers of the primi- 
4 Trigent * tive.Church do'call.the Sacrament, Bread, lometimes a 
 bewtheFathers Remembrance! or Repreſenration, ſometimes the figure 

teges mie of the Body of Chriit, And it they affirm, that the A- 
| Gal. believed Poltles had not received, or caten rhe Body of Chriſt, 
She Sacrament. which they had ſeen,:; or, drank his .Blood which was 
ſpilc, but ſpiritually and by Faith, our Doctrine is the. only Do- 
Qrine,' that 15 conform' ro'the Fathers of the primitive Churcis, 

Bur the ſoundeſt part of all che Fathers of the Primicive Church, 
docall the. Sacrament Bread,ſometimes a remembrance, Repre ſentari- | 
on orFipure.of the Body of Chriſt ; and they. afhicm that i!Þ \pottles 
did/not rat the. Body of -Chriſt which, they. had (een, or: drank his 
Blood''which was ſpilr,,, but Spiritually:and; by taich. Thereoirs 
our-DoGctrine is the 'only Doctrine that is cooform, to the Fathers 
of the Primitive'Church. _ -- 

«v The Firſk Propoſition'.of.rhis Argumagat i is cvident, and [ prove 
the Firſt Part of che Secong,.zhe- Raghets: of rhe Priguriye Church d Go 
cab the' EAR Bread. ;-*; 

Es. _ Ignatius Who lived in the time of the Apoſtles, and | 
267 Ignatite - W rit.in rhe Firft-Century of the Church, . in his Epiſtle 
ſuferedan.110. to the Philadelphiang, : proves. plainly. the Ficlt Pare of 
my Propoſition, and our Doctrine by cheie words. 

PR A Rogo vos at YyNett$" ye Fidey, uni Pradicationi, un; 

lg natins Calls 

the Sacramens Euchariſtiautentes, una eft caro Domini Feſu,  S unus San- 
only bread. ., 'guzs, put pro nebis effuſus eſt ; unus etiam panis pro omnibus 
onſrattis ©! unus calix:totins, Leclejin. "That is to lay. ., 

**.I pray: you ifrand to. one baith, 'and. to one Golpe], and. make 

* we of oggpacrament,-there is bur one Fleth of the Lord Je, 
* andBAC Blood which is {pil led forus : In like manner there is | 
- one Bread: brokentor us all, and-one Cup of the whole Church. 

This paſſage iS/'Aal evident Proof, of the Firſt Part of my Propo- 


Gtion, that the Fathers of the Dmitive Chuch, do Call the Gacra.. 
mei.£ 


a WS. 


TH" 
ment Bread, and not this only, but /znatius in this paſſage doth 
diſtinguiſh the Fleſh from the Bread, and the Blood from the Cup, 
to ſhew. us plainly that in the Sacrament, 


to prove that it is Bread that we break. 

Our Adyerſaries do take great pains to anſwer this Doctrine by 
Sophiſtical diſtinRions never known to Ignatius, as may appear to 
any man of Senſe, by the only Reading of his Works. 

Now that I have proved the Firlt Part of my Propoſition, that the 
Sacrament in the Firſt Century of rhe Church, was called and be- 
lieved Bread; I prove the Second Part, that it was called and believed 
a Repreſentation of the Body of Chriſt. 

Tertullidn who Lived and Writ-in the Second Centu- 
ry of the Church , 
Book againſt Marcioz the Heretick, doth plainly prove 
this Second Part of my Propofition, by rheſe words. Uique In his Firſ 
Hunc nec aquam reprobavit Creatoris,qud ſuos abluit. — Nec Beok, dra 
Panem in quo ipſum Corpus'ſuun repreſentat. 


2. Centyry 


hat 1S tO ve before the 


lay, nerther las he-[ viz, Chriii ] ro this time rejected middle of the: 


Or diſcained VWatcr, bs nercy itn Re wal theth his Own, 
(-ipeakxing of gap ws ann n2r .3tC14 W1reby he repcelenteth his 
ow r Boa Yy, {peaking my ON 5yacrament. 

Fix Aſie 1 auhicr, CO i'd ROL,C S PLAIN our Doctrine in more plain 
PETE * fo Mz wothioor lay, the Broad which is his true ant real Bo- 
Gy. but the B:c dad W: Sl 12 -repiilel 1teth 11s Body, Which 1s our 
PoCtriiue, and What 1 has. to prove in the Second Part' of -my-Pro- 
Po!it1o0, | 
* (And in his Third Book againſt: the ſame Heretick, / in his Third 

Z; in; Book againſt 
Foc d14num & Ferewtas tibt inſin tat victuris predicats Ful- Yarcion. © 


dets venite mittamas liguaum in panem ejus, utique in cor- 

pus fic enim Deus in Fvangetio quogue veſtro revelavit, panum corpe's 
ſum appeilans, ut & hinc jam cum intelligas cor por is ſu figuram- de: 
«ilfe, eujis retro-corpus in panem Prop »hetes figuravit;: That 15: to lay 


«The Prophet Feremiah has plainly actcribedtRiswood, 'forc' 


Neat fay, CRE letu. 


« telling the Jews, what their Potterity 
To io nas GOT: 


<« thruſt Wood into his Bread, -cyen into his Body ; 


— 


— 


is only Bread and 
Wine, and he makes ule of theſe words, Bread and broken for us, 


and an Eminent Doctor, in. his Firſt Tertulian Zow-. 
rljbed AN. 210, 


Marcion, 4 /is- - 


* Reveals: 


[14] 


'* Revealed ( ze. Interpreted ) it in your Goſpe!, calling Bread his 


* Body, that you might hence underitand that he gave the figure of 


* his Body, whoſe Body the Prophet figuratively expreſt by Bread. 
Obſerve the laſt words of this Doctrine, and how this antient Father 
explains his Faith and Belief, concerning the blefied Scramenr ; he 
doth not ſay that Chriſt gave his own true and real Body, and Bo- 
dily Fleſh, ( as our Adverlaries do confidently fay ) bur on the con- 
trary he ſays, that Chriſt calls the Bread his Body ; and immediate- 
ly he expounds the mind of Chriſt thus, that we might underſtand 
it, not to be his Body, bur the figure or repreſentation of his Body, 
which is plainly our Doctrine. 

In his Ferth And yet again in his Fourth Book, written againſt the 
Book «gaivj} fame Heretick, he proves our Doctrine to clear by his ex- 
pm poſition of the words of the Inſtitution of the bleſſed Sa- 
 crament, this is my Bo car the meer reading his worus may ſuffice 

fully to convince ai 2 (1v23e any Man not prepolletied that our 
Doctrine is the DoUrius o ine Primitive Church ; theie are his Words 
and Doctrine, and what was then believed in the Church of GOD. 
Acceptum Panem & diſtributum Diſcipulis Corpus ſuum illum effecit, hoc 
eſt Corpus meum, dicendo, id eſt Figura Corporis mei, Figura autum nou 
- faiſſet, nift veritatis eſſet Corpus. That 1s to ſay. 
© The Bread that he had taken, ( ſpeaking of our Saviour, ) and 
* divided among his Diſciples he made his own Body, by ſaying, 
* this is my Body, that is to fay, the Figure of my Bo- 
« dy, for it had not been a true Figure, unleſs there were a true 
« Body. 

Obſerve that this Heretick Marczon, denyed the veritie of Chriſts 
humane Nature, and the veritie of his ſufferings; whereupon of ne- 
ceſlity followeth this concluſion, that we are not ſaved indeed, bur 
only ( to uſe Marcions own words ) Purative, that is, in Fancy 
or Suppolition, &c, 


Tertulian proves again Tertuliau to confute this Hereſie, and ro 
Marcion, that Chyi had a 


: prove that Chriſt had a true Body, and that 
irnwe and real Body, beozuſe : 
the Sacrament is atrue Figure he truly ſuffered Death for our Redemprion, 
of that Body, aſſumes the Sacrament as a ſure ground and 


reaſon, ſaying, that Chriſt made the Bread a true Figure of his Body ; 
; | ut 
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but the Sacrament could not be a true Figure, unleſs Chriſt had a 
true Body, and therefore he concludes againſt this Heretick, that 
Chriſt had a true Body, for that the Sacrament is a true Figure of 
that Body. Obſerve that this was a prevailing and convincing Argu- 
ment againſt Marcion, becaule he received the Goſpel. 

This doubrlets was a favourable, nay, and neceſlary occaſion for 
this antient Father, and the reſt who after him writ againſt this He- 
refic, to prove the Sacrament to be the real and carnal Body of 
Chriſt, if they had rhought or believed it to be ſo; but far from 
any ſuch Doctrine, 7ertulzan expounds theſe words, this is my Bo- 
dy, in a figurative ſenſe, giving the ſenſe thus, that zs tofay, the Fi 
gure of my Body, and concluding therefore againit Marcion, that Chriſt 
had a true Body, becauſe the Sacrament is a true Figure of his Body. 

This is more than ſufficient for any man, who without partiality 
or prevention, ſhall weigh and eſteem the Doctrine of this antient 
Farher, to diſcern and underſtand what was the Faith and Belief of. 
the Priinitive Ohriſtians concerning rhe bleſſed Sacrament, 

If rime did permit me, I could bring down many more proofs of 
this Doctriac, out of the Writings. of other Fathers: of the Second 
Century of rhe Church, bur that I might not be tedious, I ſhall 

rove now, that our Doctrine is conform to what was Taught and 
Believed by the Fathers of the Third Century of the 7hirdCearmrp. 
Church. 

Though I have already, in the Firſt Part of.chis Diſcourſe, quoted. 
the Doctrine of Orzgenes, yet I thought fit to repear it herein its due 
place; for that the Aniwer of our Adverſaries to this Doctrine, will 
furniſh us with a convincing Argument againſt their DoQtrine of 
Tranſubſtantiation. 

Origenes in his 7th Homily or Expoſition of Leviticus, Origenes is - 
after he had affirmed tat the Fleſh of Chriſt, is the Word 4s Seventh 
of GOD, adds this expoſition of the 6th Chap. of S. Foby. 

Sz enim ſecundum literam ſequaris hoc, quod diftum eſt, nifi mandu- 
caveritis Carnem Filij Hominis, & biberitis ejus Sangygnem, . occidit- 
bac litera. That is to fay, | | 

For it you believe in a litteral ſenſe what is ſaid, Except you eat 
the Fleſh of the Son of Man, and drink his Blood, that litteral ſenſe kills 
or deſtroys. The Conſequence therefore is clear, that we muſt un- 


derſtand, 
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Saint Ambroſe that great Doctor who Con- \_ ooononns 20h. oy We 
verted St. Auftinin his Book of diſpoſing Ca- pap gy 4 nk 
rechumens . or Profelites to the Myſteries of Governed the Church of Mil- 
our Faith, the Ninth Chapter ſets down his Nees Crs he Hera 
mind concerning the blefled Sacrament, in of his time, Dyed Anno 397: 
thele words. 

Ante benedidtionem Verborum Cwleſtium una ſpecies neminatur, poſt 
Conſecrationem Corpus Chriſti fignificatur. That is to ſay, 

** Before the BenediCtion by the Heavenly Words,we call it another 
** Species or thing ({peaking of the Bread) after the Conſecration, 
* the Body of Chriit is thereby ſignified. By theſe words he 
proves plainly our Doctrine ; for he do's not fay that the Sacrament 
ts the reai Body of Chrilt afrer che Conlecration; bur he ſays plain - 
ly that it ſignifies or repreſents the Body of Chriſt. 

And in his Fourth Book upon the Sacraments and Fourth Chap. 
ter he lays, Nos bibere fimilitudinem pretioft Sanguinis. That is to ſay, 
That we drink the {imilicude or repreſentation of the precious Blood. 

And in the tame Book he calls the Oblation of the Altar, or of the 
LORD's Table, the Figure of the Bocy of Chriſt. It would be 
roo tedious to quote here all paſſages ot iis to this purpoſe, for this 
he proves in rhe molt part of this Book. 

And in his Book of Chriſtian Duves, rhe Fourty Eighth Chaprer, 
ſpeaking of the Bletſed Sacramenr, he proves thar the true Body of 
Chriſt is in Heaven, and that we have upon Earth bur its Image 
or Repreſentation, He afhrms, umbram fuiſſe in lege, Imazinem in 
Evangel7o, veritatem In Celeſtibus, That is to lay, © Thar in the 
«Law was the Shadow of the Body of Ohriſt, in the Goſpel the 
« Image or Reprelentation, and the truth in Heaven. By this 
Doctrine he Proves plainly rhat the true Bouy of Chrift 1s 1n Hea- 
ven, and rhat we have upon Earth but its Image or Figure in the 
Sacrament, which is our Doctrine. And ther«fore you plainly now 
underſtand by the Writings of this great Doctor, and by what 


_heraught, that our DoEtrineis the Doctrine of the Primitive Churcty 
in his tunic. . 


| could quote here more proofs out of his Fourch Bock upon the 
Sacraments, bur that | may not be tedious, | thail come to the Fifth 
| C Century 
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derſtand theſe verſes of the Sixth Chapter of St. Jobu, in a Fight 
rative and Spiritual Senſe, if we are willing to haye Lite in us. But 
this is plainly our Doctrine and Belicf,, and theretore the Dotrine 
of our Adverfarics, is contrary to tie Doctrine of this at ItIenC Fa- 
ther, and to the Primitive Church, 

Our Adverſarics ( though to no purpoſe ? do deviſe and invent 
many Antwers to this Doctrine ot Origg nes, and becauiſc they darc 
not openly deny t the Doctrine of this great Doctor, Hey antwer, 
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' Saint Ambroſe that great Doctor who Con- , Ambroſius Bibop of Mil. 


- wn CT IIIY Ps" Oar oo 


bane after wany troubles ſuf.. 


 verted St. Auftinin his Book of diſpoſing Ca- je,,1 *%r 22 Fears, that be 


rechumens . or Proſelites to the Myſteries of Governed the Church of Mil- 


| wo © : | | - lane, and many good Books 
our Faith, the Ninth Chaprer ſets down his jp,;.., avainf the Hevenick 


mind concerning the bleſled Sacrament, in of his time, Dyed Anno 397" 
thete words. | | 


Ante benedidtionem Verborum Celeſtium una ſpecies neminatur, poſt 


Conſecrationem Corpus Chriſti fignificatur. That is to ſay, 

** Before the BenediCtion by the Heavenly Words, we call it another 
** Species or 'Thing ({peaking of the Bread) after the Conſecration, 
* rhe Body of Chriit is thereby ſignified. By theſe words he 
proves plainly our Doctrine ; for he do's not ſay that the Sacrament 
ts the real Body of Chriſt after the Conſecration; bur he ſays plain- 
ly that it ſignifies or repreſents the Body of Chrilt. 

And in Is Fourth Book upon the Sacraments and Fourth Chap- 
ter he ſays, -Nos bibere fimilitudinem pretioft Sanguinis. That is to ſay, 
That we drink the ſimilicude or repreſentation of the precious Blood. 

And inthe lame Book he calls the Oblarion of the Altar, or of the 
LORD's Table, the Figure of the Bocy of Chriſt. It would be 
roo tedious to quote here all paſſages of his to this purpoſe, for this 
he proves in the molt part of this Book. 


And in his Book of Chriſtian Duties, rhe Fourty Eighth Chapter, ' 


ſpeaking of the Bleſſed Sacrament, he proves rhar the true Body of 
Chriſt is in Heaven, and that we have upon Earth bur its Image 
or Repreſentation, He affirms, umnbram fuiſſe in lege, Imaginem in 
Evaneelio, veritatem in Celeſtibus. That is to lay, © Thar in the 
«Law was the Shadow of the Body of Chriſt, in the Goſpel the 
© Image or Repreſentation, and the truth in Heaven. By this 
DoGEtrine he proves plainly that the true Bouy of Chriſt is in Hea- 
ven, and that we have upon Earth but its Image or Figure in the 
Sacrament, which is our Doctrine. And ther*fore you plainly now 
underſtand by the Writings of this great Doctor, and by whar 
he raught, that our Doctrineis the Doctrine of the Primitive Church 


'.1n his time, R 


I could quote here more proofs out of his Fourch Book upon the 


Sacraments, bur that 1 may not be tedious, I ſhall come to theFifth 
ES C Century 


[18] 
Century of the Church, and prove that St. Chryſoſtom, Theodoretus, 
and St. Auſtin, never knew or Preached any Doctrine concerning 
the Blciied Sacrament but our Doctrine. 
Saint Chryſoſtom in his Expoſition of the Twenty Se- 
PS tan FM cond Pſalm, «t quotidie in fumilitudinem Corporis & San- 
aud Deffor. guinis Panem & Vinum ſecundum ordinem Melchiſedech 
= anno. wobis oftenderct in Sacramento, That is to fay, That he 
might daily ſhew us Bread and Wine, after the manner of 
Melchiſedech in repreſentation of his own Body and Blood : this is our 
Dotine plainly, for St. Chry/oſtom does not ſay, that he might 
ſhew us Bread and Wine, which are his own real Body and Blood, 
but the Repreſentation or Likeneſs of his own Body and Blood. 

To this Doctrine our Adverſarics do Anſwer, that theſe Com- 
mentaries, and the Epiſtle of St. Chryſo/tom to Ceſarius, and his Com- 
mentaries upon the Goſpel of St. Matthew, are not the Works of 
St. Chryſotom: And this they ſay, becauſe our Doctrine is plain in 
theſe Works. But whoſoever is the Author of theſe Works, our Ad- 
verſaries cannot deny, but that they are antient Works, and the 
Doctrine of that Age; and therefore may furnith a ſtrong Proof, of 
the truth of our Doctrine. But however, ſince tney will nor allow, 
that theſe Works are the Works of St. Chryſe/tom, let us come to 
the Works of Theodoretus and St. Auſtin, which they cannot deny 
to be theirs. 

T heodoretus Biſhop of Cy» Theodoretus Bilhop of Cyras, Who was no- 
mus 0 Town in Syria, c0::nued thing inferiourto the molt Wiſe, Accurate and 
«2 leaſt Thirty Years in {is G - 
Miniſtry, and exded his Life, I.carned Writers of the antient time, in the 
as 1s ſuppeſed, und:r the Firſt of his learned Dialogues proves rhat the 
Reign of Leorhe Firt. Anno. Word 1 Fleſh hols are bh; 4 ob 
| 450 IntheFirits) his learn. ord became Fleſh, (tele are his words) wet 
nf Dialogues, and Eighth out changing of the Divine Nature, into the Hu- 
CS mane Nature, or the Humane Nature into the 
Divine. ©* Even as in the Sacrament of the Supper of the LORD, the 
* Bread becomes the Body of the LORD, not by changing the ſubſtance of 
* it ; but by aſſuming, by grace, another uſe than it had, the very Symbol 
* obtaineth the name of the thing, repreſented by the Symbol, When 
our Adverlartes do read theſe Dialogues of Zheodoretus, 1 do not 
know how they can, With as great confidence as they do, brag or 
boaſt of the Antiquity, of the DoEtrine of Tranſubſtantiation, Sr, 


[ 19 ] 
St. Auſtin in his Second Volum and Thir- 
tcenth Epiſtle, ſays, $i Sacramenta quandam 
fimilitudinem earum rerum, quarum Sacramenta 
[ſunt non haberent, omnino Sacramenta non eſſent 
ex hac autem ſimilitudine plerumque etiam ipſa- 
rum rerum nomina accipiunt: ficut ergo ſecundum 
quendam modum Sacramentum Corporis Chriſti, 
Corpss Chriſti eſt, Sacramentum Sanguinis Chriſt 
Sanguis Chriſti eſt, ita Sacramentum Fidei, Fi- 
des eſt. Thatis to lay, 
* If the Sacraments had not ſome fſimili- 
* tude or repreſentation of the rhings, where- 
* of they are Sacraments, they thould in no 
* manner be Sacraments, and by this ſimili- 


$}. Auſtin after his return 
toAfrick was Coddjutor toVa- 
lerius Zijhop of Hippo,asChry- 
ſoftom 2045 ro Flavianus 
Antiochia; he ſucceeded Va- 
Jerius i» the Biſboprick of Alip- 
po. His great Travels tn 
Preaching the Word of GOD, 
and [topping the Mouths of He- 
reticks, and Gain-ſayers of the 
truth of GOD, eſpecialy Doe 
natiſts, Pelagians and Mani- 
chean  Wereticks, his learned 
Writings do teſtifie. He lived 
Seventy Stix Years. The Van- 
dals took the Town of Hippo, 
which in the time of Auſtins 
Sickneſs they had Beſieged. 
Anno. 436, 


* tude or repreſentation chey receive commonly the very name of 


«* the thing, that they repreſent. 


Therefore as the Sacrament of 


* the Body of: Chriſt in ſome manner, 1s the Body of Chriſt, and 
<* the Sacramear of the Blood of Chriſt, in lome manner is the Blood 
&« of Chriſt, to the Sacrament of Faith, is Faith. 

Obſerve Firſt,thar Sr. Auſizn by rhis Doftrine proves, that a Sacra- 
ment ſhould nor be a Sacrament,unlets ir repreſenterh the thing, wherc- 
of it is a Sacrament. But his Doctrine 1s tar from ſaying, that the 
Sacrament ougnt to be the thing it ſelf, that it repreſents, as our 
Advyerſaries with confidence do lay ; fo we iay With St. Auſtin that 
the Bread is a Sacrament, becaule it repreſents the Body of Chriſt. 


bh 


Obtcerve Secondly thar che reaton way { accorting to St. Auſtins 
Doctrine ) we commonly call the Sacrament the Body of Chrift, 
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is the real Body of Chriit, bur ( as St. Auſtin lays) 
Yeſents the Body of Chriſt, and odierve rhar this tame 
as | have already mentioned. 


Oblerve in the Third place what St. Auſtin fays, thateven as the 
Sacrament in forae manner, 1s the Body and Blood of Chriit, fo the 


Sacrament of Faith { which is Bapriim ) 


1S Faith. 


But Daptdm, as 


cyery man of Senle knows, and as our Adveriaries do'allow, ina 


ef 


proper ſenile 13 not Faith, bur the ſeal of Faitn ; 12 like manner, 
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[ 20 ] 
the real Body of Chriſt, but the remembrance or repreſentation of 
the Body of Chrilt. 

And in his Book againſt Adimantus, the Twelfth Chapter, he 
opens his mind plainly concerning the Sacrament, in theſe words. 

Non dubitavit Dominus dicere, hoc eſt Corpus meum, cum Figaram 
daret Corporis ſui. That is to ſay, 

* Our Saviour did not ſcruple to ſay, this is my Body, (note the 
expoſition of theſe words according to St. Auſtin ) © When he 
« oave the Figure of his Body. By this Expolition and Doctrine ir 
is plain to any man of Underſtanding, Firſt that St. Au/fin under- 
ſtood theſe words, This is my Body, in a Figurative and Spiritual 
Senſe, Secondly, that St. Auſtin believed and profelſled thar our Sa- 
viour gave his Diſciples only the Figure of his Body, and this Do- 
Arine he contirms. 

In his Expoſition of the Third Plalm, by theſe words. Chriſtus 
adhibuit Judam ad Convivium, in quo Corporis ſui Figuram Diſcipulis 
commendavit. That is to lay, 

* Chriſt admicred Fadas ro the Banquet wherein he Gde:ivercd to 
5 his Diſciples the Figure of his Body. By this Doctrine ot. 4u/tin 
proves plainly, thar our Saviour did not give his own real Body, 
bur the only Figure or Repreſentation of his Body. 

And in his Expoſition of the Ninety Eighth Pialm, where he 
proves plainly, that the Apoſtles did nor Ear the Fleih of Cariſt, or 
drank his Blood, but Spiritualy or by Faith, which 15s the proof of 

the laſt Part of my Propoſition. In this place St. Auſtin 
The Proj of {peaks in the perton of Chriſt. Nox hoc Corpus quod vi- 
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my Propein.on, Aetis manducaturi eftis, & bibituri illum Sanguinem, quem 
fuſuri ſunt, qui me Crucifigent. Sacramentum aliquod vobis 
commend : Spiritualiter intelleftum vivificabit vos. Tat is to lay, 

* You are not to cat this Body which you lee, neither 
* drink rhe Blood, which they that ſhall Crucifie me ſhall {pill ; 
** but I commend unto you a Sacrament, which Spirirually believed, 
i. Thall give you life. 

I fay again that it 1s an extream ſurprize and wonder to me, how 
our Adverlaries c#n be fo confident, as to brag of Antiquity, for 
thcir Doctrine of 'Tranſubſtantiation, when they read theſe Works 

of 
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of St. Auſtin. For if he had lived to this day, he could never 
{peak in more plain and convincing Terms againſt TranſubRantia- 
tion, than to fay, that the Apoſtles did not cat the Body of Chriſt 
which they had ſeen, nor drank his Blood which was ſpilt, but in 
a Spiritual manner or by Faith : and that this Spiritual manner of 
eating, is the means to give them life; which Doctrine he confirms. 

In his Twenty Fifth Tra&t, where he Expounds the Holy Golpel 
according to St. Fohn, in theſe words. Utquid paras Dentes & YVen- 
trem ? crede & manducaſti, Thar is to fay, 

* Why do you prepare your Teeth and Belly ? believe and you have 
* eaten. Ir is plain,that the mcans whereby we receive the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt, according to this Doctrine of St. Aufin,is Faith,as 
it appeareth by theſe words, Believe and you have eaten. 

And yer in his Twenty Sixrh Tract or Treatiſe, he again confirms 
the ſame Doctrine, ſaying, Credere in eum hoc eſt manducare Pa- 
nem Vivum. That is to ſay, | 

To believe in him, this is to cat the Living Bread. That is to 
ſay, we eat it only by Faith. 

For the Application of all this DoCtrine, obſerve Firlt, that St. 
Auſtin as all the reit of the ſoundeſt part of the Fathers of the Primi- 
tive Church, do call the Sacrament ( as I proved ) Bread only, 
ſometimes a Figure or Repreſentation of the Body of Chrilt. 

Secondly, that they deny, and in particular St. Auſtin, that the 
Apoitles did car the Body of Chriſt, or drank his Blood but Spi- 
ritualy,and that by this they overthrow and gainſay,the Carnal eat- 
ing of the Body of Chriſt, in the Sacramenr. 

Thirdly, they call rhe Sacrament Bread, and the Bread of Life. 

Fourthly, that they ſay, that we cat ir only by Faith, Crede ©. 
manducaſti, Believe and you have eaten. 

Bur- this 1s our Doctrine in every Part and Particle Concluſion. 
of it ; and therefore our Doctrine is the only Doctrine, 
that in this cale is conform and conſonant to the ſoundelt parr of all 
the Fathers of the Primitive Church. And conſequently the Do- 
Ctrine of Chriſt, which is the Second Part of my Propoſition, and 
what I had to prove. 

Betore 1 come to the Third and laſt Part of my Diſcourſe, dear 

RF | Brethren 
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Brethren let us ſeriouſly conſider, that ic is not ſufficient for us, to 
know and to prove, that our DoCtrine 1s the Doctrine of the Primi- 
tive Church, and conſequently the Doctrine of Chriſt, (tor the more 
we know, the more we have toanl\ver for, ) unlets we pals from the 
Speculation to the practice of our Doctrine, and follow tlie exam- 
ples ot choſe good Chriſtians of the Primi:z.e Church 1n our Lives, 
as well as inour Doctrine; and dilpole our elves often by Falt- 
ing and Praying, and elpecially by being in Charity with all the 
World, to receive this bleſſed Sacrament with Revercnce, Acknow- 
ledging and Confeſling our manifold Sins, and begging with an 
humble and contrite heart Pardon and Forgiveneis of our Sins and 
Iniquities through the Merits of our Saviour and Redeemer Je- 
{us Chriſt. Theie are the cdi{politions that St. Ambroſe and St. Auſtin 
had, and preached to the Chriitans of the primitive Church, and 
theſe are the Diſpoſitions that we ought to haye when we come 
with a ſincere and upright Faith co receive this heavenly and f{pirt- 
tual nouriſhment of our Souls. Contider Dear Brethren, that when 
we come to the Lords 'Table, and ear of this heavenly Breag, with- 
out theſe Diſpoſitions, and without Examining our lelves, as St. 
Paul requireth in his firſt Epiſtle to the Corinth. 11. Caap. verl. 28, 
we are no lefs guilty of the Body and Blood of Chriſt, then the Jews 
who crucified Chrilt were, S. Paul proves this 1n the {ame Chapter, 
Yerf. 29, Por he that eateth aud drinkeib unwvorthily, eateth and drin- 
keth his own damnation, becauſe he diſcerneth not ths Lords Body, 
To eat and drink unworthily the bleiſed Sacrament,is to cat itand 
drink it withour the Reverence, thar is due ro it ; But he that eur- 
eth and drinketh withour the diſpoſitions, that I now laiil down be- 
| fore you, cateth and drinketh without rhe Reverence that 15 due ro 
the bleſſed Sacrament. And therefore ſuch an unhappy Cart- 
{tian, cateth and drinketh his own damnation. The Example 
of thoſe good Chriſtians of the primitive Church 1s ſutacient to en- 
courage us, to dilpote our ſelves often, to receive the bleiled Sacra- 
ment with Reverence and true raith, and the Doctrine of St. Paul is 
ſufficicnr ro terrific and frighten us from coming to the blefled Sa- 
crament, unlets we be well dilpoſed. 
Now that I haye proved that the Proteſtant Doarine is the only 
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Dodtrine that is conform to the Word of God, and to the ſoundeſt 
Part of all the Fathers of the primitive Church, I come to the third 
and laſt part of my Propoſition ; wherein I am to prove, that the 
Proteſtant Doctrine is the only Doctrine, that is conform to Senſe 
and Reaſon. 


The Third Part. 


O prove the Truth of this Part of: my Propoſition, it is ſuffi- 
{ cient , 2 

Firſt, to prove that the DoEtrine of Tranſubſtantia- ,., _ 

? , : : , irft Propofic 
tion is againſt Senſe, and therefore that by rhisDoctrine ;;,,. 
the greateſt evidence of Chriſtian Religion is loſt, 

Secondly, to prove that the Doctrine of Tranſub- 
ſantiation is againſt Reaſon, in as much as it doth Frog "_ 
force Chriſtians to believe as Articles of Faith, what 
Chriſt never revealed, things abſolutely impoſſible, and groſs Con- 
traditions. Which two Propolitions being proved, it will evident- 
ly appear, that our Doctrine is the only Doctrine, that is conform 
to Senſe and Reaſon ; In the firit place, I prove that the Dodtrine 
of Tranſubſtantiation is againſt Senie ; And hereby thar the great- 
eſt evidence of Chriſtian Religion 1s loſt. 

If I am as ſure, that the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantia- 
rion is falſe, as they are ſure, rhat Chriſtian Religion is py Ne | 
true, our Doctrine is the only Doctrine that is conform 
to Senſe and Reaſon. Bur I am as ture that the DoEtrine of Tran- 
ſubſtanciarion is falſe, as they are ture, thar Chriſtian Religion is | 
true. Therefore our Doctrine 1s the only Doctrine that is conform - 
to Senſe and Reaſon. 

The firſt Propoſition of this Argument is undenyable to any 
Man of Senſe. 

As for the ſecond, that I am as ſure that the Do@rine of Tran- 
{ubſtanriation is falle, as they are ſure thar Chriſtian Religion is 
true. I prove 

The greateſt aſſurance they have of Chriſtian Religion, and the 
2reateſt cyidence that was in the days of Chriſt, is, what ſenſe 


doth 
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doth afford ; But this aſſurance of ſenſe that they have of Chriſtian 

Religion, is an evidence to me that the DoQrine of Tranſubſtantia- 

tion is falſe. Therefore I am as ſure that the DoQrine of Tranſub- 

ſtantiation is falſe, as they are ſure that Chriſtian Religion is true. 

The firſt Propoſition, that the greateſt aſſurance they have, and 
the greateſt evidence that was in the days of Chriſt, of Chriſtian 
Religion, was, what Senſe did afford, I prove. 

The greateſt Argument of Chriſtianity that was in the days of 
Chriſt, was the Words that Chriſt {pake, and the Works that Chriſt 
did. — But no Man could be ſure, that Chriſt did fo ſpeak, or ſo 
work, if he may not credit the reports of his Eys and Ears. 'And 
therefore the greateſt evidence they have, and that was in the 
days of Chriſt, of Chriſtian Religion, was, what Senſe did aiford. 

This Argument 18 evident, and there is not one Propotition that 
can be denyed. — For this was St. Luke's great evidence ofwhat he 
writes, that it was delrvered to him by Eye-witneſſes, Chap. 1. 
and 2, ver, And St.” Fohns, What we have ſeen with our own 
Eyes ,and our Hands have handled of the Word «f life. And St. Paul's 
for Chriſts Reſurre@ion, That he was ſeen of Cephas, then of the twelve, 
then of the 500. 1 Cor.15 Chap. 5. and 6 ver.Even Thomas his in{ideli- 
ty yielded to this Argument, that if he thruſt his Hard into Chrilts 
fide, he would believe, John Chapt. 20. veri. 25. Chriit himſelf judg- 
ed this a cofrvincing Argument, when the Apoltiles thought he had 
been a Spirit, handle me and ſee, for a Spirit hath not fleſh and bones, 
as you ſee me have, Luke 24, verl. 2g. Since now |] have proved 
that rhe greateſt evidence of Chriſtian Religion is, what Senſes doch 
aftord, I thall now reſume my Argument, and Prove that the afſu- 
rance they have of Chriltian Religion, 1s an evidence ro me, that 
the Doctrine of Tranſubſtanriation 1s falſe. 

-Foras all their Senſes do tel! them, as a convincing Argument, 
that Chriſtian Religion is true, fo all my Senles do tell me as a 
convincing Argument, that the blefſeqd Sacrament 1s only Bread and 

Wine: or if we may not credit our Senſes as they tay, we muit 
not, concerning the Sacrament, then by the DoQrine of Tranſub- 
{ftantiation the greateſt evidence of Chriſtianity is loft, which 1 
had to prove. And by this it doth clearly appear, that our Do- 
Ctrine 1S the only Doctrine that is conform to Senie. My 
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My ſecond Argument is, that the Doctrine of 'Tranſubſtantiation 
iS againſt Reaſon, | | 

That Doctrine is againſt Reaſon, that makes People 
believe as Articles of Faith, what Chriſt never revealed, Re 
things abſolutely impoſlible and grols Contradictions, | 
But the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation makes People believe as Ar- 
ticles of Faith, what Chriſt never revcaled, things abſolutly im- 
poſlible, and groſs Contradictions. Therefore the Doctrine of 
Tranſubſtanriation is againſt Reaſon. | 

As for the firlt Propolition, rhat Doctrine is againſt Reaſon, that 
makes People belicve as Articles of Faith, what Chriſt never reveal- 
cd, things abſolutely impoſſible, and groks Contradictions, it cannor 
be denyed. 

As for the ſecond Propoſition, that the Doctrine of Tranſubſtan- 
tiation makes People believe as Articles of Faith, what Chriſt ne- 
ver revealed, things ablolutely impoſlible, and groſs Contradictions, 
it will evidently appear, when I have laid down here before you, 
ſome part of their Doctrine, concerning the Sacrament, which 1s 
impoled upon Chriſtians by the Pope and the Council of 7rex?, with 
no leis Obligation ro believe, as Articies of Faith, then what is con- 
| rained in the Profeſſion of our Chriſtian Faith, I mean in the Creed, 
and revealed by God himſelf. 

Firſt they ſay that by theleWords,7his is myBody,&c. the ſubſtance 
of the Bread and Wine is changed into the ſubſtance of the Body 
and Blood of Chriſt. [Firſt Part of rheir Doctrine and Belief concerning 
the bleſſed Sacrament,] and rhis they call 7ranſub[taxtiation, a Word 
invented in the Council of Tateraz,in the Year 1215, for Scotus one of 
the chiefeſt of their own Schoolmen ſubi{cribes,that before this Coun- 
cil the Doctrine of Tranſubſtanriation was nor believed as an Article 
of Faith ; and to this Teſtimony of Scotus, Belarmine cannot other- 
wiſe anſwer, then by a minime probandum, (that it is not to be allowed) 
but he cannot deny, bur the Word Traniubſtantiation was invented 
in this Council, and that che DoEtrine and Belief of Trantubllantia- 
tion until the Year 1060, was a matter of inditterence, and not at 
Article of Faith, as 7ox/tal/ another of their own beit Schoa.men 
profeſſeth in his firſt Book upon the Sacrament 43. pag. Derod; 
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quo id freret, fortaſſe ſatius erat curioſum quemque relinquere conjetturg, 


ficut liberwm fuit ante Concitium Lateranenſe ; That is to ſay, © Of 


& the manner and means (of the Real preſence,) how it might be, either 
« by Tranſubſtantiation, or otherwiſe, perhaps it had been better to leave 
& every Man that wonld be curious, to his own Conjecture, as before the 
© Council of Lateran, it was left. 1 could bring down many more 
Writers and Schoolmen in their own Church, who are ſo far from 
granting Antiquity and Univerſality to this DeQrine, that they pro- 
feſs, rhe DoQtine of Tranſubſtantiation was lately received into the 
Church for a Point of Faith, but ir 1s a matter of fact, thar it was never 
believed as a point of Faith until 1060,(if then) when in the Council 
of Rome under Nicolaus the LI. this Quettion was debated, but not 
decided, (as Belarmine fays,) for it was never 'openly decreed as 
an Article of Faith, before the Council of Lateran, inthe Year 1215, 
and made uſe of in the Council of 7re?, io that by ſucceltion of 
time corrupt and falſe Doctrine ſettled and rooted it ſelf, and be- 
came a Law. | 

But obſerve that Chriſt never revealed this Part of their Doctrine: 
nor intended by theſe Words 7 his 7s my Body, to change the ſubſtance 
of the Bread into his own real Body, as it appeareth firſt, becauſe 
thele Words taken in their proper Senſe cannot be true, as I ſhall 
with the help of God, hercaſtcr prove, when time and leiſure ſhall 
permit me to {peak in a particular Diſcourte of the Senſe of theſe 
Words. Sccondly, becauſe Tranſubllantiation was never known in 
the primitive Church, as I already proved, which certainly had been 
known, if Chriſt intended by theſe Words, 7his is my Body, &C. to 
change the ſubſtance of rhe Bread into the ſubſtance of his owtrBody. 


2. They ſay that the Body of Chriſt is within the Circumference_ 


of the Bread, and nor this only, bur the whole Body of Chriſt, is 
in the leaſt crumb of the Bread, [ſecond part of their Faith andBelief 
concerning the Saccament.] To confute this ſecond part oftheir Do- 
ctrine, oblcrve fiſt, that we are not bound to believe any thing as 
an Article of Faith, bur what God has declared unto us, by conttant 
Revelation in the holy Scripture. 

Secondly that all their Divines, as well as ours, agree, that no 
Article of Chriſtian Religion is contrary to reaſon. 

Bur 
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But as to this ſecond Part of their DoEtrine and Faith concerning ol ( 
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the bleſſed Sacrament, they muſt own and confeſs that Chriſt never 
revealed in any place of the whole Scripture, that his real Body 1s 
within the Circumference of the Bread, and not this only, bur that 
his whole Body is in the leaſt crumb of che Bread ; and therefore it 
iS an unexcuſable miſtake, ' and damnable Errour in learned Men to 
advance and impoſe wilfully upon Chriſtians ſuch Doctrine, as a 
matrer of Faith, which as they themſelves well know, if they would, 
bur ſpeak ſincerely, Chriſt never revealed or taughr. in any place 
of the whale Scipture. 

To come therefore more cloſely to the ſecond Particular, that I} 
propoſed. Their DoCtrine as to this Part is abſolutely againſt Reaſon. 

For-it is impoſlible and abſolutely againſt Reaſon, that the ſame 
Body at the fame time, could be bigger than it ſelf, longer than ir ſelf, 
broader than it ſelf. But if the whole Body of Chriſt, be in the leaſt 
crumb of the Bread,as they ſay,& will have it a matter of Faith in their 
Church, The Body of Chriſt is biggerthan it ſelf, longer than it ſelf, & 
broader than ir ſelf, at the ſame time : forit is evident that the Body 
of Chriſt in Heaven is bigger, longer and broader than itſelf in a 
Wafer or a {mall crumb of Bread. And therefore the Doctrine of Tran- 
ſubſtanriation is abſolutely againſt Reaſon. 

Thirdly, they fay that the Body of Chriſt is in the Sacrament 
Without its dimenſions, that is to ſay, that it is neither long, large, 
or profound,and yet that it remaineth {till a natural and true Body, 
[ third part of their Faith concerning the Sacrament. ] 

Firſt this is abſolutely againſt Reaſon, for it is impoſlible for any 
Man to underſtand, how a Body can remain a natural and true Body 
withour being long, large, and profond, as I ſhall prove. 

Secondly this is a new invented Doctrine, for fuch Doctrine was 
never taught in the Primitive Church, nay St.' A#u/?i» taught and 
profeſſed the contrary, and as if he had foreſeen the inventions of 
our Adverlaries, he preyented them, and confuted this Parr of their 


Doctrine in his firſt Book and 57th Epiſtle, ſaying that Bodics * 


cannot exitt without their dimenſions, rheſe are his Words. 

Tolle corporibus ſpatia, & uuſquam erunt, © quia nuſquam erunt, nec 
erunt, tolle corpora qualitatibus corporum, nec erit ubi ſunt, & ideo ue- 
** ceſſe e/t ut non fint. That is to lay in a Word, © Take away their 
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& {imcniions from Bodies, and they ſhall be no where, and becauſe 
<& they ſhall be no where, neither can they exiſt, And therefore 
according to the DoCtrine of St. Az/t;n it is abſolutely 1mpollible, that 
a Body could remain, and be in being without its dimenſions. This 
is what St. Auſtin taught, and this 1s what is conform to reaſon and 
experience, and Chrift never reycaled in any place of the whole 
Scripture the contrary to be poſſible. Bur the Doctrine of Tranſub- 
ſtantiarion doth force Chriſtians to believe rhe contrary as a profel- 
{ed point of their Faith, and therefore the Doctrine of Trantubſtan- 
tiation is a new invented Doctrine abſolutely againſt reaſon. 

Thirdly rhe only effential ditterence we find berween a Body and 
a Spirit, 1s, thar a Spirit has no dimenſions, that it is indivilible, 
or cannot be divided, and that ir takes up no room or place. All 
this we underſtand and conceive plainly to be true and poſſible, be- 
cauſe a Spirit has no parts ; ſo thar it is impoſtible and a manifeſt 
Contradiction, that any thing could have or enjoy al! theſe eſlential 
properties of a Spirit, that is to fay, firſt ro be without dimenſions, 
or as Divines ſpeak, to be in a place in a definitive manner ; ſecond- 
ly, to be indivifible ; thirdly to be in a place and take up no room, 
withour being a Spirir. Bur the Doctrine of Tranſubltantiation doth 
force Chriſtians to believe, rhat the Body of Chriſt is in the Sacra- 
ment, firſt without its dimenſions, 2. that it is indivifible, 3. that ir 
takes up no room, and yet thar it remainerh (till a true Body, and 
has its diviſible Parts, which 1s a horrid Contradiction, for it is. to 
ſay, that ir is, and rhar it is not a Body at the fame time; and there- 
fore the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation 1s ablolurely againſt reaſon, 
He that can believe all thele iaventions of Men, 1 am ſure, will ſtick 
at. nothing. 

4. They ſay, that as the Body of Chriſt by Divine power is at 
the {ame time in ſeveral places in an inviſible manner, to might any 
other Body by Divine power, be ar the fame time in ſeveral places 
in a vitible manner. Obijerve what Extremities the Doctrine of 
Trantubltantiarion has lead them to ; for they mult cither maintain 
by right or wrong, thar it 18 not againſt the Nature, or Eflence of 
a Body, and that it 1s poliible by Divine power, that Fohn, (for Ex- 
amplc ) can be at the lame time 1n ſeveral places, as in Dubin, in 
Lendon, 
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London, in Rome, nay at the ſame time in all places of the whole 
World, or the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation falls of ir ſelf. For 
they ſay that wherever a Popiſh Mals is ſaid, there the real Body 
of Chrilt is, ſo thatif a Maſs was faid upon every Foot of the 
whole Earth, the Body of Chriſt ſhould likwiſe be upon every Foot 
of the whole Earth. And fo might any other Body be (as they 
fay,) by Divine power. | , 

And 10 let us luppole, as they do, that Fohn by Divine power, 
(which as you underſtand is impollible,) is at the fame time in 
London, in Paris, and in Dublin, They tay, that Fohn in all theſe 
places ar the ſame time, wherever he is, is Maſter of his own acti-: 
ons, and can do what he pleale. | 


Grounded upon this talic Principle they ſay, that it is poſſible, 


that Feh# could be here at Divine {ervice,- and art the ſame time be 
in Loxdoz faſt aſleep, and in Paris waking. | 

_ 2. That Fob» in London may walk towards Dublin, and Fohy in 
Dublin may walk towards Loxdn, and ſo they. may meer, (hall 1 
fay the one the other, ) but you may be ſure, it will be a merry 
meeting. 

3. John way be feaſting in Loxdex, and faſting in Dublin in the 
fame moment, &c, 

I am ſure there 1s no Man that will credit reafon, and ſpeak fin- 
cerly withour partialiry or prevention, but will judge all rhis Do- 
Ctrine impollible, and as ſo many horrid and monſtrous Contradi- 
Ctions. 

Bur they ſay more,that it is pollible that Fohn in Londoa may lead 
a good rightcous and a tfober life, and at the ſame time be an ill and 
ſinfu} liver un Rowe, fo that according ro their Doctrine ir is poſlible, 


that Fohn in Rowe ihould dye and be damned, and inthe fame inſtant . 


dye 1n London an be taved, and fo art the ſame time be an Angel in 


Heaven, anv a Devil in Hell, This is, what is monſtrous to main- | 
' tain as poilble ; but it is, what the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantion 


doth force their Divines to maintain (by right or wrong) as poli- 
ble ; And thereiore the Doctrine of Tranilubſlantiation doth force 


Chrituaas to believe, what 5 ablotucely impoilible, and grois Con- 


trauichions, and conlegquently 1s againſt Realon, 


ee i nn CO CO Gn 


3 Propoſition, 


—  — —  — — 
—— gn _ — 


[ 30 } 

I might be infinite in rekoning many other impoſſibilities and 
horrid Contradictions of this Doctrine: I ſay again, that he that can 
believe them, I am ſure ſhall ſtick ar nothing. _ 

The Anſs Our Adverſaries do anſwer to all theſe Arguments, 
wer of 1 | > ShEH : : 
onr Adverſzries Wart though. all-this Doctrine ſcemes to us impoſlible, 
zo their Doctrine and againſt Reaſon, yet it is not impoſſible to God te 
4, meme do fuch thi d they ſay, that we meaſure GOD” 
«4 o ſuch things, and they ſay, that we meaſure 5 
| power by our own Reaſon and Underitanding ; and be- 
cauſe we find ſuch things impoſſible to our own Reaſon, that we . 
conclude, they are impoſſible to God. 
This Anſwerrefures To confute clearly this Anſwer, obſerve three 
&y Ze reaſons, things. 

Firſt that they have no grounds to advance that what 
they teach inthis Doctrine is poſhible ro God. 

2. That ir is no dishonour to God, that he cannot 
(though infiflite in power,) do whar they teach in this 
Doctrine. "55 n 

3. That what they ſay of the infinite power: of God, 
is a weak Argument, and proves nocning 1n this: cale. 
Ss 6 To prove my. firlt Propoſition, char rhey have no 
frf Propſtim. grounds to advance or prove Wha: they reach in this: 

Doctrine as poſlible to God, I fay, iirii rhut they can 
never prove by reaſon, that the ſame Bo.ly may at rhe 1a-n2 time be 
in ſeveral places, and this part they allow ; {econdly God never re- 
vealed in any place of the whole Scripture ſuch a thing to be pol- 
ſible ; therefore they have no grounds to fay that what they teach 
in this Doctrine is poſſible to God ; for the only grounds they can 
have, is Reaſon or Revelation ; But as I now did prove, they have 
neither the one or the other ; and therefore they advance tnis Do- 
Etrine as poſſible to God without any grounds. 

My ſecond Propoſition, thar it is no dishonour to God, though 
The proof of theſe- infinite in power, that he cannot do whart they teach 
eoxd Propoſition. in this Doctrine is clear. 

For it is no dishonour to God, to fay he cannor do things, when 
they are either ſinful, ({o God cannot lye,) or when they involve 
an ablelute Contradiction ; for God himiclf cannot make a Man ns 
I cnc 
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the fame time in the ſame manner to be dead and a liye, that is, 
dead and not dead. God cannot make the whole leſs, than a part of 
it ; he cannot make a Son to beget his Father ; he cafinot make. the 
ſame Man to be born at two ſeyeral times, as their own Authors do 
confeſs : And therefore in like manner he eannot make the ſame Bos, 
dy to be in two ſeveral places at the 1 e, and without its dis 
menſions ; for it.is no leſs impoſſible thamMnhe other: | 

As for my third Propolition, that what they fay of the infinite- 
Power of God, is a weak Argument, and proves .nothing in this. 
matter, it is molt certain : 2 
_ For itis a weak Argument to ſay that God. by his. 3 palette. 
infinite power, can make the ſame Body at the ſame. third Propyfe 
time to be in ſeveral places; And then to conclude as 
an Article of Faith, that God hath lo done. For: though we may 
grant, as we do not, that God by his infinite. power, can make 
the tame Body to be at the tame ttme ii Teal places, yer becauſe - 
God never revealed in the whole Scripture, that he did any ſuch 
thing ; our Adyerſarics do miſtake and grofly err in concluding it as 
an Article of Faith. " 

This I ſhall make plain by a familiar Example : We know that 
God can create another World : we muſt not therefore conclude as 
an Article of Faith, that God has created another World, becauſe 
God has never revealed it; In like manner though we ſhould know, 
as we do not, that God by his infinite power could make the ſame 
Body to be at the fame time in ſeveral places, yer we muſt not con- 
clude as an Article of Faith, that God has done ſo; becauſe he ne- 
ver reycaled in any place of the whole Scripture, that he. did. any 
ſuch thing. And therefore what our Adverlſaries ſay of the infinite 
power of God, is a weak Argument, and proves nothing in this . 
caſe. And therefore what 1s to be concluded, is that their Doctrine 
iS againſt rcaſon, and conſequently that our Doctrine is the only 
Doctrine that is conform to ienle and reaſon. 

Now dear Brethren, that I have ſhewed you plainly, that our. 
DoCftrine 1s the only Doctrine,rthat in this Controverſie,is conform to 
the Word of God, to the Fathers of the Primitive Church, ro ow 
and. 
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I might be infinite in rekoning many other impoſſibilities and 
horrid Contradictions of this Doctrine: [| fay again, that he that can 
believe them, I am ſure ſhall ſtick at nothing. 


. Our Adverſarics do anſwer to all theſe Arguments, 
The Anſwer of | ; . ; i 
onr Adverſaries ar though. all-this Doctrine ſcemes to us impoſlible, 
zo thetrDotirine and againſt Reaſon, yet it is not impoſlible to God to 
above mention- d : > > 
4 o {uch things, and they ſay, that we meaſure GOD's 

power by our own Reaſon and Underitanding ; and be- 

cauſe we find ſuch things impollible ro our own Reaſon, that we 
conclude, they are impoſſible to God. 
This Anſwerrefates To confute clearly this Anſwer, obſerye three 
by 3. reaſons, things. 


Firſt that they have no grounds to advance that what 
I Propoſmion, oF Ws - I 
they teach in this Doctrine is poſiible to God. 
| 2. That ir 1s no dishonour to God, thar he cannor 
2 Propoſition. 


(though infifiite in power,) do what they teach in this 
Doctrine. | 


+ That what they fay of rhe infinite power. of God, 
* 1s a weak Argument, and proves 10cning 1n this cale. 

6 To prove my firſt Propoſition, chat they have no 
rf Propoſition. Brounds to advance or prove Wit, they reach in rhis 

Doctrine as poſlible to God, I fay, tirit rhut racy can 
never prove by reaton, thar the fame Bo-ly may ar rh< 13-n2 time be 
in ſeveral places, and this part they allow ; tecondly God neverre- 
yealed in any place of the whole Scripture {uch a thing to be pol- 
{ible ; rherefore they have no grounds to {ay that what they teach 
in this Doftrine is poſſible to God ; for the only grounds they can 
have, is Reaſon or Revelation ; But as I now did prove, they have 
neither the one or the other ; and therefore they advance this Do- 
Etrine as poſſible to God without any grounds. 

My ſecond Propoſition, thar it is no dishonour to God, though 
The proof of 1heſe- infinite in power, that he cannot do what they teach 
eoxd Propeſiion. in this DoQtrinc is clear. 

For it 1s no dishonour to God, to fay he cannor do things, when 
they are either ſinful, ({o God cannor lye,) or when they involve 
an ablelute ContradiCtion ; for God himicif cannot makea Man at 


the 
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the ſame time in the ſame manner to be dead-and a liye, that is, 


dead and not dead. God cannot make the whole leſs, than a part of 
it ; he cannot make a Son to beget his Father ; he cafinot make. the 
ſame Man to be born at two ſeyeral times, as their own Authors do 
confeſs : And therefore in like manner wh make the ſame Bo-_ 


dy to be in two ſeveral places at the &, and without its dis 
menſions ; for it.is no leſs impoſſible thamthe other; ; 

As for my third Propoſition, that what they ſay of the infinite: 
Power of God, is a weak Argument, and proves nothing in this. 
matter, it is molt certain : 
 Foritis a weak Argument to ſay that God. by his. 734 priptfihe. 
infinite power, can make the ſame Body at the ſame 2þird Propyfe 
time to be in ſeyeral places; And then to conclude as 
an Article of Faith, that God hath ſo done. For. though we may 
grant, as we do not, that God by his infinite power, can make 
the tame Body to be art the 1ame ttme/in {Mal places, yet becauſe 
God never reyealed in the whole Scripture, that he did any ſuch 
thing ; our Adverſarics do miſtake and groſly err in concluding it as 
an Article of Faith. . 

This I ſhall make plain by a familiar Example : We know that 
God can create another World : we muſt not therefore conclude as 
an Article of Faith, that God has creared another World, becauſe 
God has never revealcd it; In like manner though we ſhould know, 
as we do not, that God by his infinite power could make the ſame 
Body to beat the fame time in ſeveral places, yer we muſt not con- 
clude as an Article of Faith, that God has done ſo; becauſe he ne- 
ver revealed in any place of the whole Scripture, that he did any 
ſuch thing. And therctore what our Advyerſaries ſay of the infinite 
power of God, is a weak Argument, and proves nothing in this. 
caſe. And therefore what 1s to be concluded, is that their Doctrine 
is againſt reaſon, and conſequently that our Doctrine is the only 
Doctrine that is conform to tenſe and reaſon. | 

Now cear Brethren, that I have ſhewed you plainly, thar our 
Doctrine 1s the only Doctrine,that in this Controverlie,is conform to 
the Word of God, to the Fathers of the Primicive Church, ro ſenſe 
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and reaſon;.4 finiſh this Diſcourle, humbly begging our heavenly 
- Father throngh,yhe merits of our Saviour Jelus Chritt, chat it, may 
pleaſe him to give us grace to walk truly and ſincerely in our ,Do+ 


rine, to fear Hyd love him, and obey fairhfully his>Qonmand « FF 


"Mnenrs, that aff tlys trapfitory life, we may enjoy everialting lite * 
and eternal happineſs, ! 
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